Strong interaction effects are addressed in connection to extracting |V cb |. A comprehensive approach is described not relying on a 1/mc expansion; it allows a percent accuracy without ad hoc assumptions about higher-order effects. An alternative to the M
2
X variable is proposed improving convergence. Intrinsic hardness of integrated observables with a cut on E is discussed; it can be responsible for the behavior of M 2 X reported by BaBar. Consequences of the proximity to the 'BPS' limit are considered.
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The heavy quark (HQ) expansion, a firstprinciple QCD application of the Wilsonian OPE to heavy quarks has yielded novel insights into the dynamics of heavy flavor hadrons. (For a review, see [1] and references therein.) An important phenomenological application of the heavy quark expansion is extracting |V cb | and |V ub | from measured decay rates with high accuracy and little model dependence. This requires a genuine control over nonperturbative effects in B decays.
A [2] , and the 1/m 3 c effects were estimated to be in the 3% range [3] . Relying on expansion in 1/m c makes it difficult to overcome a 5% level of accuracy here without compromising reliability of theoretical predictions.
These estimates were supported by recent lattice studies which yielded, as central values, surprisingly close numbers, F D * 0.88 and F D * 0.91 to order 1/m 2 Q and 1/m 3 Q , respectively [4] . Since the method is based on 1/m Q expansion for both b and c, an important issue is higher-order as well as exponential in m c terms. This sophisticated lattice approach will hopefully be refined in the future. Presently a large fraction of the corrections to F D * (0) = 1 is still added theoretically rather than emerges directly in the lattice simulations.
On experimental side, extrapolating the decay amplitude to zero recoil introduces additional uncertainty. leged to be rigorously derived from QCD. This is not true.) It can be reduced incorporating the model-independent inequalities for the slope of the IW function stemming from the set of the HQ sum rules; however this has not yet been implemented in the experimental analyses. Inclusive decays and HQ expansion. More extensive opportunities are provided by inclusive semileptonic B decays. Total semileptonic decay rate Γ sl (B) is now one of the best measured quantities in B physics. Theory-wise nonperturbative effects are controlled by the 10 year old QCD theorem [5] which established absence of the leading Λ QCD /m b power corrections to total decay rates. It applies to all sufficiently inclusive decay probabilities, not only semileptonic. Moreover, the theorem relates the inclusive B widths to (shortdistance) quark masses and expectation values of local b-quark operators in actual B mesons. The general expansion parameter for inclusive decays is energy release, in b → c ν it constitutes m b −m c 3.5 GeV.
Heavy quark masses are full-fledged QCD parameters entering various hadronic processes. The expectation values like µ 2 π determining the width in the OPE likewise enjoy the status of observable parameters. As pointed out shortly after, the masses and relevant nonperturbative parameters can be determined from the B decay distributions themselves [6, 7] . Nowadays this strategy is being implemented in a number of experimental studies.
The new generation of data provides accurate measurements of many inclusive characteristics in B decays. It is also encouraging that proper theoretical formalism gradually finds its way into their analyses. Recent theoretical findings allow to shrink theoretical uncertainties -among them constraints from the exact HQ sum rules and the consequences of the proximity to the so-called 'BPS' regime signified by the hierarchy µ .. are completely defined and can be determined from experiment with an in principle unlimited accuracy. Violation of local duality potentially limiting theoretical predictability, has been scrutinized and found to be negligibly small in total semileptonic B widths [8] . Present-day perturbative technology makes computing α s -corrections to the Wilson coefficients of nonperturbative operators feasible. It is also understood how to treat higherorder power corrections.
High accuracy can be achieved in a comprehensive approach where many observables are measured in B decays to extract necessary 'theoretical' input parameters. This can be compared with early days of the heavy quark expansion when experiment aimed mainly at measuring Γ sl (B), while the rest had to be supplied by theory. This limited the accuracy of |V cb | in the mid 1990s by about 5%.
With b → c widths depending strongly on m b − m c , previous analyses to some extent relied on expansion in 1/m c since employed the relation . On top of that there are indications [9] that the nonlocal correlators affecting meson masses can be particularly large -a pattern also observed in the 't Hooft model [10] . This expectation is supported by the pilot lattice study [11] which -if taken at face value -suggests a very large value of ρ A partial cure to this problem was suggested recently [9] : The proximity to the 'BPS' limit leads to much smaller power corrections for the analogue of the mass relation (1) applied to groundstate mass difference M B −M D than in the standard spin-averaged masses. Since in the conventional approach this is the major source of uncertainty, pseudoscalar meson masses should be rather used to constrain m b −m c .
Many recent extractions of |V cb | from Γ sl (B) relied on strong -and probably unjustified -assumptions about "six hadronic D = 6 parameters" appearing in order 1/m 3 Q . This led to the lore that the uncertainties in |V cb | are by far dominated by theory. In fact this depends on the perspective adopted, and could be traced to the 'eclectic' approach where only Γ sl (B), Λ and µ 2 π are relegated to experiment, whereas all the remaining information must come from theory. Since theory itself warns that the mass relation (1) for charm is the weakest point, and a number of rigorous theoretical constraints are disregarded here, such an approach clearly cries for improvement.
Fortunately, there is a way totally free from relying on charm mass expansion; the validity of the latter can rather be examined a posteriori. It was put forward some time ago [12] to utilize the power of the comprehensive approach and makes full use of a few key facts [7, 6] :
• Total width to order 1/m • No nonlocal correlators ever enter per se.
• Deviations from the HQ limit in the expectation values are driven by the full scale 1/m b (and are additionally suppressed by proximity to the BPS limit); they are negligible in practice.
• Exact sum rules and inequalities which hold for properly defined Wilsonian parameters.
Some of the HQ parameters like µ Often extracted from the data are the "HQET parameters" (−λ 1 , Λ) -they actually correspond to extrapolating the µ-dependent quantities down to µ = 0. They are ill-defined and make no sense out of the context of a concrete computation; they are meaningful only as intermediate stage entries. However, a translation can often be made into properly defined parameters. Say, in the context of the recent CLEO analyses it reads
The central values quoted by CLEO [13] thus correspond to m b (1 GeV) = 4.62 GeV, µ 2 π (1 GeV) = 0.43 GeV 2 , surprisingly close to the theoretical expectations! Lepton and hadron moments. Moments of the charged lepton energy in the semileptonic B decays are traditional observables to measure heavy quark parameters. New at this conference are DELPHI results for the first three moments. Two moments with the lower cut at E = 1.5 GeV or E = 1.7 GeV are presented by CLEO, who also measured average photon energy E γ subject to constraint E γ > 2 GeV.
Another useful set of observables are moments of the invariant hadronic mass squared M 2 X in semileptonic decays. Their utility follows from the fact [7] that, at least if charm were heavy enough the first, second and third moments would more or less directly yield Λ, µ 
; (4) a combination of the parameters has been replaced by the first lepton moment in Eq. (3), and the sensitivity to µ (5) i.e., given by nearly the same combination m b − 0.7m c +0.1µ
as the lepton moment. Not very constraining, it provides, however a highly nontrivial check of the HQ expansion. These two first moments together, for example verify the heavy quark sum rule for M B − m b with the accuracy about 40 MeV! In this respect it is more elaborate than the higher lepton moments.
The dependence expectedly changes for higher hadronic moments: , respectively. We see that measuring the second and third hadronic moments is the real step in implementing the comprehensive program of extracting |V cb |. Clearly, more work -both theoretical and experimental -is required to fully use its power. It is crucial that this extraction carries no hidden assumptions, and at no point we rely on 1/m c expansion. Charm quark could be either heavy, or light as strange or up quark, without deteriorating -and even improving the accuracy! Experimental cuts and hardness. There is a problem, however, which should not be underestimated. The intrinsic 'hardness' of the moments deteriorates when the cut on E is imposed. As a result, say the extraordinary experimental accuracy of CLEO's R 0 -R 2 cannot be even nearly utilized by theory, whether or not the expressions we use make this explicit.
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For total widths the effective energy scale parameter is generally Q = m b −m c . When OPE applies we can go beyond purely qualitative speculations about hardness. Then it is typically given by Q ∼ < ω max , with ω max the threshold energy at which the decay process disappears once m b is replaced by m b −ω. With the E > E min cut then
constituting only meager 1.25 GeV for E min = 1.5 GeV, and falls even below 1 GeV for the decays with E > 1.7 GeV. This may explain the unexpected behavior of the first hadronic moment with respect to the cut on E reported by BaBar earlier at this session [15] . In b → s + γ decays one has Q m b − 2E min , once again a rather soft scale 1.2 GeV if the lower cut is set at E γ = 2 GeV. Hence, the reliability of theory can be questioned when one aims for maximum precision. For higher moments the hardness further deteriorates in either decays. A IW slope There are obvious lessons to infer. Experiment must strive to weaken the cuts in inclusive measurements used in extracting |V cb |. Close attention should be paid to higher moments or their special combinations, as well as exploring complementary kinematic observables.
The theory of heavy quark decays is now a mature branch of QCD -still there are a number of directions where it can be developed further. I believe that the analyses presented at the Conference should provide theorists with substantial motivation to refine it at least in the following:
• Calculating perturbative corrections to Wilson coefficients of subleading operators.
• Scrutiny of higher-order power corrections.
• A thorough study of alternative kinematic variables, for instance moments of N 2 X . To fully realize the physical information in the quest for the ultimate precision, a truly comprehensive analysis must implement all theoretical constraints on HQ parameters; the suitable framework uses well-defined running parameters having physical meaning. Heavy quark sum rules appear to yield strong constraints on the parameter space; it is important to study the question of their saturation. If a low µ 2 π around 0.45 GeV 2 is confirmed by experiment, the BPS expansion will play an important role in analyzing nonperturbative effects -in particular, guide us through higher-order corrections.
